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This decision is contrary to those in the following cases: Lake Shore & 
M. S. Ry. Co. v. Davis, 16 Brawd. (111.) 425; So. Exp. Co. v. Moon, 39 Miss. 
822; L. & N. R. Co. v. Oiven, 12 Ky. 716, which held that the 
acceptor of a bill of lading was not bound by a contract on its face unless 
he assented to it. But the weight of authority seems to be in harmony with 
this decision in holding that he is bound whether he reads the contract or not. 
Leitch v. U. R. R. Trans. Co., Fed. Cas. 8,224 ; Davis v. Central Vt. R. R. Co., 
66 Vt. 290; Belger v. Dinsmore, 51 N. Y. 166. He is held even though he 
cannot read. Jones v. Cincinnati, S. & M. Ry. Co., 99 Ala. 376. 

Constitutional Law — Power of Congress under 15TH Amendment — 
Validity of Statute against Wrongful Individual Acts. — James v. 
Brown, 23 Sup. Ct. 678. — Held, that a statute which purports to punish 
purely individual acts cannot be sustained as an appropriate exercise of 
the power conferred by the 15th amendment upon Congress to prevent denial 
of the right of suffrage by a State through some one or more of its official 
representatives, and that an indictment which charges no discrimination on 
account of race, color or previous condition of servitude, is likewise destitute 
of support by such amendment. Harlan and Brown JJ., dissenting. 

The 15th amendment refers specifically to a denial by a State or any 
of its agents, of the right of suffrage to qualified citizens. It does not refer 
to individual acts and it has been repeatedly held that the words of the 
amendment cannot be narrowed to embrace purely individual acts of denial 
of suffrage, especially where the allegation does not charge that such acts 
were done on account of color, race or previous servitude. United States 
v. Wiltberger, 5 Wheat. 85; Strouder v. West Virginia, 100 U. S. 303; Ex 
parte Bradley, 7 Wall 364; United States v. Reese, 92 U. S. 214. 

Criminal Law — Appointment of Counsel — Compensation — Payment 
by County — Constitutional Law. — People ex rel. Acritelli v. Grout, 84 
N. Y. Supp. 97. — Held, that a statute providing for the compensation of 
counsel assigned to defendant in criminal proceeding is not a violation of the 
constitutional provision which forbids payment of public money for private 
purposes. Ingraham, Van Brunt, JJ., dissenting. 

A statute granting compensation to a public official for expenses incurred 
in defending himself against a false charge is unconstitutional. Chapman v. 
City of N. Y., 168 N. Y. 80. The power of the court, however, to assign 
counsel to a defendant without means is generally based on public justice 
and policy. County of Dane v. Smith, 13 Wis. 585. It is similar to the duty 
to support a pauper. Webb v. Baird, 6 Ind. 17; Chapman v. City of N. Y., 
supra. Some States, even, hold it unconstitutional to refuse to pay for such 
services of counsel on the ground that it would be taking private property 
for public purposes without compensation. Hall v. Washington County, 2 
Greene (Iowa) 473. It would seem, then, that since the services of counsel 
are for public purpose, payment therefor does not violate the constitution. 

Eminent Domain — Measure of Damages. — South Buffalo Ry. Co. v. 
Kerkover et al., 68 N. E. 366 (N. Y.). — Held, that in condemnation pro- 
ceedings by a railroad company, where land is acquired without the owner's 
consent, he is entitled to the market value of the part taken and to compensa- 



